Dear Editor, In responding to David et al. (2010) , we would fi rst of all point out that most of their allegations have already been addressed in detail by our recent letter to the editor (Mulvaney et al., 2010) , which elaborates on information presented in our two papers (Khan et al., 2007; Mulvaney et al., 2009 ) and a previous letter to the editor (Khan et al., 2008) . With regard to their allegation of "selective use of data," considerable care was taken in the letter by Mulvaney et al. (2010) to highlight that our selection criterion followed from the primary research question addressed by our work: "Does synthetic N fertilization increase or decrease soil C or N storage?" As stated previously, this question cannot be adequately addressed by comparing treatment eff ects from a one-time sampling; a far better alternative requires a baseline approach with sequential sampling over time of fi eld trials without organic manuring. Th e latter requirement was the sole criterion for selecting the data sets cited in Table 3 of Khan et al. (2007) and Table 2 Table 1 of White (1927) , which unfortunately provides no baseline data and hence was not included in Table 2 of Mulvaney et al. (2009) . In alleging that we misrepresent White (1927), David et al. (2010) selectively cite our text by omitting an essential phrase, "a view elaborated long ago by White (1927) and Albrecht (1938) ," which immediately prefaced the statement quoted "that fertilizer N depletes soil organic matter by promoting microbial C utilization and N mineralization." Th at White (1927) did indeed express this view is documented by the following statements that appear on page 395 of his paper: "the eff ect of nitrogen has been to stimulate rather than retard organic decay. . "Th e lowest supply of organic matter after fi fty years occurs in Plot No. 2 under continuous wheat given heavy additions of commercial fertilizer. Th is seems to suggest that the addition of the nitrogen and minerals has supplied a microbiological defi ciency, and that fertilizers served thus to deplete the plot. With over 750 pounds of mixed fertilizers, of which no small part was mineral nitrogen, the carbon supply of the soil has been extensively burned out."
In contrast to David et al. (2010), we consider the Morrow Plots an invaluable resource for assessing the long-term impact of agricultural management on soil properties because individual treatments are unequivocally documented by a century of archived soil samples and by a mass-balance accounting for all management inputs and outputs. Th e intrinsic value of this site is evident not only from the numerous scientifi c publications that have been generated (e.g., DeTurk et al., 1927; DeTurk, 1938; Stauff er et al., 1940; Stevenson, 1956; Stevenson et al., 1967; Guernsey et al., 1969; Jones and Hinesly, 1972; Cescas and Tyner, 1976; Welch, 1976; Omueti and Jones, 1977; Odell et al., 1982 Odell et al., , 1984 Jones, 1992; Darmody and Peck, 1997; Aref and Wander, 1998) but also from the designation of the site as a National Historic Landmark in 1968 with the declaration that "Th e Morrow Plots were of great importance in proving that prairie soil could be depleted by the continuous cropping of corn and, conversely, that crop rotation was an eff ective method of preventing soil exhaustion…Th ey continue to provide data on the eff ects of crop rotation and the impact of organic and chemical nutrients" (University of Illinois, 2001) . Th is classical lesson redirected traditional agricultural practices in the Corn Belt with increased emphasis on building organic matter through crop residue return and nutrient input.
Our studies have focused solely on nine subplots that currently exist on the west half of the experimental area, six of
